we have never seen any result of the kind. The glass or porcelain breaks before any such reducing power is exerted by the hydrogen.
The last plan noticed is that of MM. Koppelin and Kampmann. In this case the arsenuretted hydrogen is made to pass through a horizontal tube filled with the chloride of calcium, so that it is thoroughly dried. Heat is then applied to one part of the tube; and as the gas is easily decomposed at a high temperature, hydrogen passes away, while the metal is deposited in a bright metallic ring or sublimate, at a short distance from the heated spot. Other metals held dissolved by hydrogen are deposited in that portion of the tube to which the heat is directly applied; they are not carried forward like arsenic. The ring of metal may be easily examined, and its arsenical characters determined by the usual reagents.
The undecomposed portion of arsenuretted hydrogen may either be burnt as it escapes from the open end of the tube, or may be made to pass into a solution of nitrate of silver, in which case it will be entirely condensed and decomposed. Thus, in this way, every trace of arsenic from the poisoned material may be procured.
There are many advantages about this last process; but we do not see the necessity for drying the gas. A slight inclination of the tube towards the generating vessel, would answer all the purpose of removing any portions of liquid that might be carried over. This gas being highly poisonous, it would be always advisable (where there is no stop-cock to command its escape,) to allow any undecomposed portions to pass into a solution of nitrate of silver. This will guard the operator from risk, and will prevent the loss of any portion of arsenic.
We thus conclude our notice of the work of MM. Danger and Flandin. The matter is both original and good, but we must condemn the total want of arrangement displayed in it. The subject is treated in a most confused manner : their own process is described three times, and their statements are carelessly mixed up with those of the committee appointed to report on the value of their researches. We should recommend the work to be reprinted, and more order observed, so that a reader might not have to search over the whole volume for a complete knowledge of the results which they have obtained. The angry discussions at the Academy should be altogether omitted; these occupy half the volume, and, however interesting to the parties concerned, they are quite out of place in a work professedly devoted to science. We must, however, do the authors the justice to state, that in no part do they show a controversial spirit; they claim no merit for themselves; they leave their views to the judgment of the profession, without assuming that they are perfect or free from fallacy.
We shall now proceed to examine Orfila's report of the proceedings of the committee of the Royal Academy of Medicine. This pamphlet has VOL. XIII. NO 
